HAZRAT MIRZA GHULAM AHMAD 



VAKIL-al-TABSHIR 

Secretary, 

The Ahmadlyya Muslim Foreign Missions 
Rabwah, W. Pakistan. 


HAZRAT MIRZA GHULAM AHMAD 

The Promised Messiah and Mahdi 
Founder of the Ahmadiyya Movement in Islam 


A REVIEW 

OF 

CHRISTIANITY 

FROM A NEW POINT OF VIEW 


VAKIL-al-TABSHlR 

Secretary, 

The Ahmadiyya Muslim Foreign Missions 
Rabwah, W. Pakistan. 




il : . L. v.; ' j;.. 1 J ' . ' 

, '* * , •' 

Printed at the Nusrat Art Press, Rabwali, 

West Pakistan. 




TRINITY 

The advocates of Christianity rely 
for salvation on two dogmas solely, viz., 
the sinlessness of Jesus and atonement 
through his blood. Salvation according 
to them is the necessary and sole result 
of the belief that Jesus, son of Mary, 
was the Son of God and, therefore, free 
from sins and that he died on the cross 
for the salvation of mankind. But the 
days are gone when people could find 
any consolation in these erroneous doctrines 
which are the invention of some ingenious 
brain. The hidden eyes of truth are now 
fast opening and no power can close 
them. It would have been much better 
if these people had themselves bid farewell 
to the antiquated doctrines of Trinity 
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and Atonement and not opposed the 
mighty host of truths that is coming 
down from heaven. It is surprising in- 
deed that even in this age of reason the 
Christian Missionaries have the boldness 
to preach these childish doctrines, which, 
on account of their absurdity are rejected 
by every sensible person. 

We will however see how the Jews 
regard these doctrines, because their an- 
cient sacred books are the Christian’s 
only authority for deifying a weak mortal. 
The inheritance of the Bible belongs to 
the Jews, and as such their teaching on 
this point carries the greatest weight. 
Now these people have always declared 
with one voice, without there being a 
single dissenting schism, that the doctrines 
of Incarnation and atonement are utterly 
opposed to the Word of God. Their 
hatred for these innovations of the Chri- 
stians is boundless. It is moreover easily 
conceivable that if the Jews had really 
been taught through an unbroken chain 
of continuously rising prophets and through 
successive revelations from the Almighty 
that they had not one God but three 
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Gods of whom the son of Mary was one, 
they could not have all in one voice 
rejected the plain and simple teaching 
just at the time when the expected God 
had come, to them, and the whole nation 
would not have thus entirely agreed on 
this denial. Can we imagine that for 
fourteen hundred y ears t 
firmly to the doctrine that there are 
three Gods and that salvation can never 
be obtained except through the blood of 
Jesus, but that upon the appearance of 
Jesus they all denied this time-honoured 
doctrine in the most emphatic words ? 
Does it not make us wonder that a 
doctrine that had through long centuries 
sunk into the very blood of the Israelites 
was all of a sudden so utterly blotted 
out from their memories ? It was possible 
that they should have denied the Divinity 
of the son of Mary, but it was impossible 
that they should have altogether lost the 
very expectation of the advent of such a 
God. If they did not recognise the 
Promised God in the person of Jesus they 
ought to have at least waited for some 
one else who being born of a woman 


should have been one of the three Gods. 
It was in no case possible that they 
should have all at once given up the 
central and most emphatic doctrine of all 
the books which had been impressed upon 
the hearts of every generation through 
fourteen centuries by successive revelation 
and consecutively rising prophets, and 
unanimously adopted the contrary teaching 
of the unity of God which agrees with 
the teaching of the Holy Quran on this 
point. Can any sensible person entertain 
the idea for a moment that the doctrine 
that there were three Gods of whom 
one was Jesus who was to be born from 
a woman named Mary, is contained in 
the books of the Old Testament, that it 
was taught by Moses or any other prophet 
rising after him to his people, or that 
it was taught by any Jewish school ? 
If we admit this, we must repudiate 
every historical fact whose truth is palpably 
manifest. The evidence which the Jewish 
writings and Jewish commentaries furnish 
establisnes clearly that the Jews always 
adhered to the plain and simple doctrine 
that God is alone and without a partner, 
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that He is not subject to birth and death 
and that whoever is born of a woman 
can never be God. But w ere are tc 

hooks to be met with in which the prophets 
taught the doctrine of Trinity to the 

Israelites, and where are we to find the 
Jewish writings bearing evidence that Trim y 
was ever taught them ? The " books 
and writings have no tiace o y - 
teaching. How was the doctrine then 
swept off from the face of the earth and 

blotted out from the memories of all men 
notwithstanding that there had been no 
break in the appearance of the Divine 
messengers from Moses the great law-giver 
to John the Baptist who was preaching , ^ 
the same doctrine at the advent of Jesus 
of Nazareth. The prime duty of all these 

successive prophets rising among the Jews 

was only to preserve m entire punt> 
the doctrine relating to the person of _ 
the Divine Being, the doctrine upon which 
hung the salvation of mankind. How 
did they discharge that duty if instead 
of the doctrine of Trinity, they taught 
a strikingly contradictory doctrine which 
attained a worldwide fame to the utt 
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extinction of doctrine which from the 

Christian standpoint it was their chief 
duty to preach. 1 

From all this it is dear that the 
teaching which has been th» , • 

inheritance of and which has' 

mind 07^“^" en ‘ ire h ° ld of the national 
To i° f , Pe ° P ' e is pure monotheism 
Fo the simple Unitarian faith the Jews 

S p»e e rAhTronlXatr;tse an t d * 

they have suffered at the handTof'Te 
U nstians, they assert this to this day 
'earned Jewish Ribbies from whom 
»e have personally made enquiries, regard 

to such teachings by the Jewish Ribbies 

w*h ft s° f -f oft?’ r *“* " 
best understand i It '7 “l? COuld 

Probable, that they erred Tdet ’ Iather 
object of some of the prophecief 
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relating to the appearance of future 
prophets, for generally there are no details 
in prophecies and a certain obscurity 
always attaches to their meaning. Nay, 
even" the prophet who announces the 
prophecies is sometime unable to give 
their details in full for the prophecy 
relates to the unseen, and its full com- 
prehension is not given to any individual. 
Its full knowledge remains with God only 
until the time of its fulfilment and 
Almighty God is not bound to disclose 
all its particulars before the fixed time. 
Its full particulars are revealed only upon 
its fulfilment, and, therefore, there is 
often a liability to error in the compre- 
hension of its exact meaning and full 
particulars before its time. Such is not 
however the case with the fundamental 
dogmas of a religion upon which depends 
the salvation of mankind. It is the most 
important duty of a prophet to explain 
them fully and not to leave them vague 
and obscure. The prophets of God have, 
therefore, always laid the greatest stress 
upon this part of their teachings. io 
effect this very object, numerous prophets 
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rising successively were sent to the 
Israelites, so that by their frequent injunc- 
tions and explanations, the impress of 
the fundamental doctrine of God may 
leave a permanent mark on their hearts. 

If the current Gospels accepted by 
the Church are to be believed, it will 
appear from them that Jesus has numbered 
himself with the sons of God. Setting 
aside for the present the question of the 
inci edibility of the Gospels on account 
of the corruption which they have under- 
gone and which lowers their value in the 
eyes of impartial critics to little more 
than waste paper, it will be seen that 
such a title for a prophet of God in 
the terminology of prophetic language 
was no novelty and that Jesus was not 
the first recipient of such a title. The 
Israelite prophets were generally honoured 
with this title. I here is not a single 
peculiarity about Jesus, nor did he work 
single miracle which might afford the 
slightest evidence of his Divinity. On 
the other hand, we find in him all the 
frailties and weaknesses of human nature 
which are met with in other men. 
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Death is the chief sign of mortality, and 
Jesus by his death proved conclusively 
that he was nothing more than a mortal. / 
It is folly to take him for God even 
after his death, for reason repels the 
idea that God should die. Moreover when 
according to the Christian doctrine the 
three Gods are one, it is impossible that 
one of the Gods should die while the 
other two live. Nay the death of one 
involves the death of the other two. It 
is also inconceiveable that one who is 
really the son of God should declare his 
absolute ignorance of the day of judgment. 
Is such ignorance and lack of knowledge 
compatible with Divinity ? 
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JESUS DID NOT DIE UPON 
THE CROSS 

We give below a few reasons briefly 
indicating the falsehood of the supposed 
resurrection and ascension of Jesus and 
showing that he did not die upon the 
cross. 

Firstly, the Gospel itself furnishes 
clear evidence that Jesus did not die 
upon the cross. Two occasions require 
to be specially noticed. In one place 
Jesus compares his own story to the 
story of Jonas. He further, calls Jonas’ 
story a sign. Now it is admitted that 
Jonas did not die in the belly of the whale 
nor was he dead when swallowed by it. 
Therefore, if it is supposed that Jesus was 
dead when put into the sepulchre, his case 
bore no resemblance to that of Jonas. This 
illustration furnisned by Jesus himself as 
expressive of his own' condition affords 
the clearest and most conclusive evidence 
that Jesus did not die upon the cross, 
but to see it the veil of prejudice and 
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habit must be drawn aside. It shows 
clearly that he was taken down alive Hk 
from the cross and that he was put/ 
alive into his sepulchre, for Jonas also 
was alive when swallowed by the whale. 
The disaster that befell Jonas was the 
result of his prophecy against his people- 
the prophecy being to the effect that 
punishment and severe torture would 
overtake them in forty days. But as the _ 
torture did not come within the promised 
time, Jonas felt a severe shock thinking 
that the people would say that his prophecy 
turned out to be false. Therefore, fearing 
the cavilling of his people he fled to 
another land. In the case of Jesus similar 
events happened. He also announced a 
prophecy to his people but it was 
not fulfilled. He had told them that he 
would inherit the throne of David, establish 
a temporal kingdom and rule Israel. But Ji-- 
he had a misconception with respect to 
the actual meaning of the words of the 
prophecy and, therefore, according to his 
interpretation the prophecy was not 
fulfilled, but turned out to be untrue. 

At this his grief was great, and he was 


thinking of flying to another country 

like Jonas, for in the Gospel he is reported 

to have said : “A prophet is not without 

honour save in his own country” (Matt. 

13 : 57). But before he had made any 

preparation to quit the country, he was 

seized by the Jews and nailed to the 

cross. But as the similarity with Jonas 

«/ 

shows, Almighty God saved him from 
,n death and on account of his righteousness 
listened to his prayer to which he had 
given utterance in the garden on the 
previous night. Now he had a good 
opportunity to fulfil the desire of his 
heart and, therefore, he went away from 
that country in disguise in search of the 
lost sheep of Israel living in distant 
countries. It was for this reason that 
y he was called «-<-l Yasu ? Asaf, Yasu 
being the Hebrew name of Jesus, and 
Asaf meaning the searcher of his lost 
people. The word *-i-l ultimately took 
the form of I Yus Asaf, and under 
this name Jesus is known to this day. 
In short, the resemblance of Jesus to 
Jonas on which he himself laid great 
stress, was this that he was put into 
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the sepulchre alive, as Jonas was swallowed / 
by the whale alive, and that he fled 
from his people to another country as 
Jonas also fled to another country. 

If this resemblance between Jesus and 
Jonas is rejected, the words of Jesus 
shall have to be condemned as false, and 
instead of resemblance between the two 
prophets we will have an apparent dissimi- 
litude. If resemblance is admitted, the 
conclusion is evident that Jesus did not 
die upon the cross. 

The second argument which the Gos- 
pels furnish on the point that Jesus did not 
die upon the cross, is to be met with in his A , 
prayer in the garden which he offered up to v 
the Almighty with humble supplication and 
with strong crying and tears, a full account 
of which is given in the Gospels. It is in- 
conceivable that a righteous man like Jesus 
should have prayed the whole night long 
and offered his supplications with loud cries 
and with weeping and in deep agony and ^ 
the prayer should have been rejected. Now 
the object of Jesus’ prayer was only to be 
saved from the cross, for the object of 
Jewish religious leaders in crucifying him 
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"7 - ,; ,nce the masses that Jesus was 

a righteous man, but one of the false 

prophets who are under the curse of God 
and that, therefore he died th„ „ l 
death on the cross ’ it h accursed 

this thnf T ’ Was on acc °nnt of 

unto death” ! “ the C S °"° Wful ’ “ s ° rro » f ul 
accur-eH ,1 m? the Gos P els sa y- ft was the 

and The ,°” th ' cross he feared 

whole ft ° m whlch he P r “ye<i the 

obieet o f f ° r death “'one was no 

stanees r I™? ^ A " circum- 

Cod h " de , red 1 1 necessary that Almighty 
VtocI should have a er»^nf^ri 4 u ^ 

Jesus’ safetv R P d the P ra yer of 
ous safety. His prayer was accordingly 

stated in °P 1 W T Th '' S is P^nly 

stated in Paul s letter to Hebrews which 
offereYuD ° f thC SaCrCd Can ° n - ,“ He had 

strono- n ' pra ^ rS and su Pplications with 
able ryin f . and tears l, nto Him that was 

tn thatTf d6ath ’ and Was heard 

“offered up pravers ' f r T. he Word 

P prayers unto Him that 

as a e to save him from death” are very 

toM eSS,V \ ThiS pra y er " « ace further 
told, was heard, because Jesus was one of 

those who feared God What is 7h 
“ f th,S P r “yo>-to Him that was able to 
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save him from death — being heard, except 
that Jesus was saved from death. Jesus’ 
prayer in the garden to be saved from death 
was, therefore, accepted by God and the 
conclusion is evident that Jesus did not 
die upon the cross. We are surprised at the 
poverty of intelligence of the Christians 
who uphold a theory which is directly op- 
posed to the plain words of New Testament. 
If the words of Heb. 5 : 7 have any meaning, 
there is no doubt that Jesus’ prayer in the 
garden was accepted and he was saved from 
death on the cross. 

Jesus was seen alive after the event of 
crucifixion and this is the third argument 
drawn from the pages of the Gospels de- 
monstrating that Jesus did not die upon 
the cross. After being taken down from the 
cross, he was seen by his disciples, showed 
them his wounds and accompanied them to 
Galilee. Reason and common sense are 
both against an event which is in itself 
quite incredible and its occurrence is impro- 
bable in the highest degree, and the feeble 
evidence that is produced from the Gospels 
is altogether indequate to prove it. In the 
absence of such exceptionally strong evi- 
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nencc as is necessary to prove a rare and 
incredible occurence of this sort, it is much 
more probable under the circumstances that 
Jesus swooned and recovered than that af- 

and 01 three dayS amon g the dead 

and having actually died, he came to life 

he R TT n gUldes us to this onl Y that 

hivh v n H rn UP ° n the CrOSS and this is 
hUily probable under the circumstances, 

Tennis T° rded many event « when 
people were taken down alive from the 

ross after having been nailed to it for 
muc longer periods than Jesus was. To 
reject the reasonable and probable alterna- 
te and to follow the absurd and incredible 
one shows hatred of truth and love of igno- 
rance. Had Jesus been reanimated, he 
would not have shown any fear of the 
People, for God who raised him from the 
dead, would have also saved him from 
enemies and having once seen this 
won er ul display of God’s power, his faith 

afte ,a ! WOuld have be en very great. But 
after the crucifixion we find Jesus betraying 

even greater timidity of the Jews than 

previously. He trembled and fearing that 

he would again fall into their hands forbade 


16 


his disciples to tell any one that he was 
alive, lest the Jews hearing of it should 
again seize him. And wonder of wonders 
that God raised Jesus from the dead, but he 
was not able to heal his wounds, and ' 
to effect this purpose resort was at last 
had to the ointment which is to this 
day known as the Ointment of Jesus. 

In the Ointment of Jesus we have 
the fourth evidence showing that Jesus 
did not die upon the cross. A recipe 
of this ointment is found in over a 
thousand books of medicine written by 
men in different languages such as Greek, 
Latin, Hebrew, Arabic, and Persian, 
tanging over a period extending to the 
second century after Jesus. With regard 
to this ointment these authorities on 
medicine write that the * ointment 
was prepared for Jesus by his apostles. 
It is also stated in these books on 
medicine that this ointment is very useful 
in case of hurt and external injuries, that 
it heals the wounds and stops the flow 
of blood. It is clear from this that this 
ointment had been prepared for the wounds 
of Jesus which he had received on the 
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cross. The weight of evidence drawn 
from this source can hardlv be over- 
estimated for it is found not only in relig- 
ious books but in scientific works, and 
thousands of the physicians of every 
nationality and creed attest to its truth. 

The Gospel of Nicodemus also affords 
an evidence that Jesus did not die upon 
the cross. In the tenth chapter of the 
English translation of this book, we read 
the following story : “The soldiers answer- 
ing said to the Jews, ‘ We have heard 

that ye shut up Joseph, who buried the 
body of Jesus, in a chamber, under a 
lock which was sealed ; and when ye 
opened it, found him not there. Do ye 
then produce Joseph whom ye put under 
guard in the chamber, and we will produce 
Jesus whom we guarded in the sepulchre.’ 
The Jews answered and said : ‘We will 
produce Joseph, do ye produce Jesus. But 
Joseph is in his own city of Arimathtea’. 
The soldiers replied : “If Joseph be in 
Arimathasa, and Jesus in Galilee.” From 
this it appears that Jesus did not die 
upon the cross but fled to Galilee 
after being taken down from the cross. 
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The Gospel of Nicodemus is not alone 
in this matter, for the canonical Gospels / 0 /- 
also state that after coming out of the 
grave, Jesus went away to Galilee. It 
is simply absurd to reject a probable and 
reasonable explanation of circumstances 
related in the Gospels, an explanation 
which is the evidence and direct conclusion 
of those circumstances, and to adopt one 
which is quite incredible and unnatural. 

With the evidence of the Gospels before 
him, no reasonable person would say that 
the probable conclusion from them is 
that Jesus rose from the dead. The 
probable conclusion from such evidence 
is that Jesus did not die upon the cross 
and there is not the slightest evidence 
to oppose this conclusion. Nay, there is 
positive evidence that he did not die. 

Not a single circumstance that could have 
certainly produced death can be pointed 
out. He was not kept on cross for a ^ 
sufficiently long interval to cause death 
nor were his legs broken. The conclusion 
then that he did not die upon the cross, 
has nothing unnatural about it. But his 
death upon the cross is wonderful, nay, 
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such an extravagant claim and say that 
he would redeem . the whole world of its 
sins by bearing them himself. It is a 
pity that he came to conquer sin, but 
■ sin at last conquered him and vanquished 
him, so that under the burden of sins 
he died suddenly. Since in this contest 
between Jesus and sins the sins came off 
victorious, the power of sins was, there- 
fore, mightier than that of Jesus who 
died in their clutch like a weak child 
who cannot sustain the slightest injury 
but dies of it. How wonderful that sins 
vanquished god and destroyed him in 
three hours. To believe and trust in such 
a weak god, whose weakness was the 
cause of his death, is a great misfortune 
indeed. Such is . the curious doctrine to 
which the Christian Missionaries adhere. 
But Jesus is said to have been seen ten 
times after the crucifixion as is related 
in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, Vol. 
13, and he remained upon the cross only 
for three hours. This shows clearly that /' 
he came down alive from the cross. 

The sixth argument on this point is 
to be found in the evidence of some 
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Christian sects and many learned Bible 
scholars belonging to the Christian religion. 
There are some Christian sects that admit 
that Jesus did not die upon the cross 
and that his second advent will be like 
that of Elias viz., that it would be 
spiritual and not personal. They hold 
that the prophecy of the second 
advent of Jesus will be fulfilled by the 
appearance of a person in the spirit and 
character of Jesus as the prophecy of 
the second aavent of Elias was fulfilled 
by the appearance of John in the spirit 
and power of Elias. In the same manner, 
a school of German critics holds that 
Jesus did not die upon the cross. Strauss 
thus sums up their views : ‘’Crucifixion 
they maintain, even if the feet as well 
as the hands are supposed to have been 
nailed, occasions but very little loss of 
blood. It kills, therefore, only very 
slowly by convulsions produced by the 
straining of the limbs or by gradual 
starvation. So if Jesus, supposed indeed 
to be dead bad been taken down from 
the cross after about six hours, there is 
every probability of his supposed death 
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having been only a death-like swoon, 
from which after the descent from the - 
cross Jesus recovered again in the cool 
cavern, covered as he was with healing 
ointments and strongly scented spices. 
On this head, it is usual to appeal to 
an account in Josephus who says that 
on one occasion, when he was returning 
from a military reconnaisance, on which 
he had been sent, he found several 
Jewish prisoners who had been crucified. 
He saw among them three acquaintances 
whom he begged Titus to give to him. 
They were immediately taken down and 
carefully attended to. One was really 
saved but two others could not be recovered 
(A new life of Jesus, by D. F. Strauss, 
Vol. 1, Page 410.) Similarly in “Modern 
Doubt and Christian Belief we read . 
“The former of these hypotheses, that of 
apparent death, was employed by the old 
rationalists and more recently by Schleier- 
macher in his life of Christ.’ It is then 
stated that Schleiermacher held the view 
that Jesus after his descent from the 
cross “lived for a time with the disciples 
and then retired into entire soltitude for 


23 


ever that his death had set the crown 
upon his work, the master withdrew into 
impenetrable obscurity, and was heard of 
no more. Kenan also has a few remarks 
on this point. He says : It is certain 
indeed that doubts arose as to the reality 
of the death of Jesus. A few hours’ 
suspension on the cross appeared to persons 
in the habit of seeing crucifixions quite 
insufficient to bring about such a result. 
They quoted many instances of crucified 
persons, who, having been removed in 
time, had been restored to life by powerful 
remedies. Origen at a later date, thought 
it necessary to invoice miracle in order 
to explain so sudden an end. The same 
surprise is to be found in the narrative 
of Mark.” (Life of Jesus, page 269 ). 
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THE TOMB OF JESUS 
AT SRINAGAR 

After noticing briefly the evidence 
drawn from the Gospels and that furnished 
by the Ointment of Jesus and the medical 
works containing it, to the effect that 
Jesus did not die upon the cross, we 
will now consider a very important evi- 
dence showing that after being delivered 
from the cross, Jesus did not go up to 
heaven but went to some other country. 
Before citing it however, we wish to draw (L 
the reader’s attentian to the absurdity > 
of the story of the ascension of Jesus. 

A thinking mind is repelled at the idea 7 
that Jesus either before or after his 
crucifixion went up to heaven and rejects 
the story as evidently false. It is a strict 
Divine law prevailing in the world that 
no one can go up to heaven or come 
down from there with this body of clay. 
This Divine law finds an illustration in 
the story of Elias. It was necessary that 
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i^has should have come down from heaven 
before the appearance of Jesus and it 
was the chief sign by which the true 
Messiah was to be distinguished- from the 
false claimants. But Jesus himself was 
obliged to take the words of Malachi 
speaking of the bodily descent of Elijah 
in a spiritual sense, and to state that 
his second advent was to be taken only 
metaphorically. How are we to undei- 
stand then that the ascension and descent 
of Jesus are to be taken literally? The 
Word of God is against such a supposition, 
and. there is not a single instance of any 
bodily ascent or descent since the creation 
of the world. On the other hand, we 

have the authority of Jesus himself that 

such statements are to be taken metap- 
horically. To persist in such a course^ 
to walk in the path , of destruction It 
is moreover absurd to suppose that a 
prophet should leave his work incomplete 
to take rest in heaven. In the . Gospels 
Jesus admits that he has other sheep 
and it was, therefore, his duty to deliver 
the message to them. The reference in 
this passage is really to the Israelite 
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nations who did not live in the centre 
but had settled abroad in distant countries, 
and whom it was his duty to invite to 
the right path. After being delivered 
from the cross it was therefore his bounden 
duty to inform of his advent those Israelite 
nations who were yet quite ignorant of 
the appearance of the Messiah. These 
tribes had very early settled in different 
parts of India and especially in Cash- 
mere. Jesus, who himself had stated it 
to be his duty to go to the scattered sheep 
of the house of Israel and preach them 
the Word of God, could not go to heaven 
before he had completely discharged his 
duty. A righteous man shudders at the 
idea of ascribing such a grave sin to 
Jesus that he went up to heaven before 
discharging his duties completely. Nor 
can we attribute such an absurd and non- 
sensical transaction to Almighty God that 
He should take away a living man who 
has the capacity to do good deeds and 
who can do important service and great 
benefit to his fellow-beings and seat him 
on heaven suspending him from the exer- 
cise of his ministry and of the impor- 
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^n^uuii liicxcui. is it not equivalent 
to the infliction of solitary imprisonment 
upon the man ? Was it not far better 
^ Jesus to spend all those long years 
of his life in the service of mankind, and 
in doing good to his dispersed people, 
tracing their footsteps in the different 
lands in which they had settled. Only 
in this case would he have deserved the 
glorious title of the “Travelling prophet” 
which is usually given to him. What 
If ‘ did he go up to heaven leaving 

his importont duties of ministry undis- 
/.charged, when he knew his people to be 
involved in serious errors ? What was 
the fault of the poor Israelites who had 
waited his appearance for generations, 
and who were yet quite ignorant of it? 
Why did he leave them in the dark and 
not offer them his helping hand? 

We will now consider the evidence 
which shows that travelling through diff- 
erent countries Jesus came to Cashmere 
at last, and passing the rest of his days 
there was buried after his death in the 
Khan Yar Street of that city. We learn 
from the united testimony of Christians 
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the name of a prophet whose time 
* exactly the same as that of Jesus and 
'who came to Cashmere after a long jour- 
ney He was known not only as a Nabi 
(prophet) but also as a Shahzada (prince). 
It is moreover stated that he came from 
Syria, the country in which Jesus lived. 
His teachings also have a striking resem- 
blance with the teachings of Jesus, so 
much so that some of the parables and 
phrases of his book are the same as 
those which are still to be met within 
the Gospels. These facts and similarities 
are so striking that even the Christians 
have been obliged to admit that the per- 
son who went under the name of Yus 
Asaf and prince-prophet was one of the 
followers of Jesus. It is for this reason 
that he is held in such great honour, 
and a church has been erected in honour, 
of his name in Sicily. It was also on 
account of the close resemblance of 
Yus Asaf with Jesus that the story 
of Yus Asaf was translated into almost 
all the languages of Europe and read so 
vastly. The zeal with which Christian 
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itself a strong evidence that if the 

* nstians never recognised the actual 
identity of these +„,„ <-uai 

at least admired a P ersona ««. they 

muted a strong and close 

rr ec ^ ,0n b ? tWeen the “ took Yus Asaf 

f” a , f d,sc 'P le of Jesus if not f„ r j™ 

“;„ Taking aU these facts -to coT 
+4. ^ 9 viz - 9 that Yus Asaf has (as ad 

very e,o y Chri * ti *“ ‘heu nsTes^ 

thaT ht « m C e°” eC tt” Wi ‘ h Christian ‘ty. 

of Jesus, that his life md'te'V 18 
, , . . 1!> lire anc * teaching were 

different I “ ar<ient zeal -‘o the 

cZTJ ZTJS in h Emope ' that a 

the mnrai t u m hls me mory, that 
the moral teaching of Yus Asaf are ad 

mitted to have lYinrsia • e aa * 

those of Te* ? , h 111 comm °n with 

hfa Ll and that Yus Asaf ca »ed 

book Bushra or Gospel like Jesus 

mind Wi " be ° f “P ini on 

himself. If the Chris”! 0 * 11 " ‘ ha " ^ 
him on thic ians cann °t accept 

jZs Jhl er i e as the same P ro phet 
Jesus who ,S known as Jesus of Nazreth 

the burden of proof lies on them to 


show that any disciple of Jesus was known 

as a prince-prophet or that any one of 
his disciples ever represented the teach- 
ings of Jesus as being his own and called 
them his own Gospel. Such proof is how- 
ever far from being on their hands, for 
none, but Jesus, son of Mary, was ever 
called Sahabzada Nabi or prince- prophet. 

Of the books relating the story of 
Yus Asaf the Muslims have some books 
which were written over a thousand years 
ago. One of these is “Ikmal-ud-din” 
which gives the story at length and in 
which it is also stated that Yus Asaf 
called his book Bushra or the Gospel. 
Besides this book there are some other 
books and writings to be found at Sri- 
nagar where the tomb of Yus Asaf is 
situated in which it is written that this 
prophet (the prophet who lies buried in 
the Khan Yar street of Srinagar) who 
went under the name of Yus Asaf and 
was also called Isa-nabi (or Jesus, the 
prophet) and Shahzada-nabi or prince- 
prophet, was one of the Israelite prophets 
who came to Kashmir about 1660 years 
before these books were written or about 
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residents of Kashmir are not ' the ' only 

epositaries of these books, but it is 

also said that the .Hindus also have a 

book relating the, story or Yus Asaf.in 

their own language. With this evidence 

before him a seeker-after-truth must reach 

the conclusion that the tomb of Yus Asaf 

h ms r elf agar ^ tH u t0 Y b ° f n ° ne but W 
’ es P ecia lly when he considers the* 

combmed force of this evidence. There 

■s the Gospel which leads us to the com’ 

elusion that Jesus did not die upon the ' 

cross but that, he was only in a swoon. 

is Jesus himself bore witness when 

he said that he would show to the 

, eUS 1 , t , e sl ^ n ^ onas the prophet. , If 
he died on the cross, and it was his 

dead body that was put into the grave- ' 
h.s circumstances had not the least re’ 
semblance to circumstances of the ,pro- 
phet Jonas. The Gospels moreover inform 
us that he came out of his grave alive, 
that his wounds had not yet been healed 
that he met his disciples but forbade' them ’ 
to inform the Jews of the matter, then 
he went, away to Galilee his native land- 
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in their company, and that with them 
he partook of food. Such is the testi- 
mony- of the Christian Scriptures. Along 
with this is to be considered the evidence 
of medical works whose united testimony 
shows that an ointment which is to this 
day known after the name of Jesus and 
'his apostles, was prepared by the latter 
-lor the wounds of the former, and its 
• use healed his wounds. But as Jesus 
feared that the Jews would again seize 
him, he left that country and went away 
t-to some other place. This is not only 
our opinion but more than fifty thought- 
ful German critics of the Bible have 
; held the same view. Besides these there 
are other ancient writings showing that 
•Jesus lived for a long time after the 
: event of- crucifixion, and travelled in far 
and distant lands, this being the reason 
of his being known as a travelling pro- 
phet. This is admitted by the Muslims 
for they believe that after being entrusted 
with his mission, Jesus travelled in diffe- 
rent lands for a long time. From all 
■ these facts the conclusion is evident that 
Jesus did not at all rise to heaven as 
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Moreover oo uy nis toIJowers. 

is Drobflhl b e Oecurenoe of these facts 
probable, being according to the ordi- 

hZ TV' ” atUre - 50 “ th. other 

hand, the ascension to heaven is impro- 
bable the highest degree as it is quite 
ncredible and contradicts our unvarying 
experience. There is no ground for re- 
ec ,„g that which is not only probable 
m its occurence but is actually proved 
by strong evidence, and accepting a 
dogma whose occurence is not proved^ by 
any trustworthy evidence but is also 
improbable in the highest degree. 

th. v r. a y ’ 7 e , Wish to sa y a few words to 
the Editor of the Hilal, a Christian Arabic 

Magazine which denies the burial of Jesus 

at Srinagar in its issue of April 1008. Mo 11 

It IS neither just nor reasonable that facts 

w ich have been demonstrated to be true 

should be rejected only from religious pre’ 

iamted Iv e „ Edit t°h r ’ S reje0tion ° f the 

we see him s , ls . e more surprising wiien 
see him admitting that Yus Asaf was 

m fact a prince and prophet who is men 

tioned by that name in ancient documents' 

d n hat he had come to Kashmir from 
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some other distant country. The truth is 
that the story of Jesus’ ascension to heaven 
is so plainly absurd that no evidence is re- 
quired to disprove it. Even if the evidence 
and facts which we have stated above, had 
not been stated the judgment of reason 
would have been against the ascension of 
Jesus. He showed all the weakness which 
are the common share of humanity, and on 
many occasions he was beaten by the Jews. 
When the devil told him to cast himself 
down from the pinnacle, he could not do 
it and thus gave proof of his powerlessness. £./ 
He did not show a single quality or any 
power which should entitle him to be ' 
ranked as superhuman. Nay, many of the ; i 
prophets worked mightier miracles than he. 
Where are we to find the necessary amount 
of conclusive evidence and the convincing 
arguments showing that he did in fact rise 
to heaven and that he is alive there to the 
present moment. Even if such a thing 
as ascension to heaven had been possible, 
such a step on his part w r as improper and 
unjustifiable. He had not yet fulfilled his 
mission and was far from having complete- 
ly discharged the duties entrusted to him. 
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even the name of their IVf heard 
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°n the other thlt h^ 50 ^ 16 t0 sup P ose > 
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man should first commit . 5 than that a 

-sake, and then L? SU1Clde for others- 

da ys in idleness there ? a 6 ^ ° f hlS 
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those of ascension-and SUCh stones as I 
'falsehood. A true-W s ^ rrect <on as p Ure 
attested as such by e video '* ^ ° nly 

supported by reason T bUt Xt is also 
other hand is dXnU t * St0ry > on the 

it has not the necessary ° th sorts of pi‘°of; 

necessary evidence and it i s 
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rejected by reason, But every evidence 
against their cherished theory is rejected 
by the Christians without any reason. 

Take another circumstance. ? It is ad- 
mitted by the Christians generally and 
stated in the Encyclopaedia Brittannica that 
tire apostle Thomas came to India and be-j 
came a martyr at Mylapore. It is further 
seated that a brother of Jesus also came ? 

with him. - On the other hand, it is well - 

' ■' * % 

established that in those very days a prince- 
prophet came to India from Syria who was > 
also of Israelite origin and that he subse- 
quently died and was buried in Srinagar, 
Kashmir. How can it be denied then that 
the Israelite fugitive who went under the 
name of prince-prophet, and who stated 
that a book called the Gospel had been 
given to him by God, was in fact no other - 
than Jesus Christ. All these facts and the 
conclusions that follow from them are plain 
enough, but, alas, the Christian missionaries 
love darkness and hate light. All the signs 
have been fulfilled and the time has come, 
but their supposed Messiah has not come, f 
down from heaven as yet. The sixth/ 
thousand from Adam which according to ? 


s«xth day, and in which i was n 
that the Promised • , * Pessary 

c-e, has eo^a^*^ T 
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Poetic word hid To thro^DeWl ’ V™' 

eternal dungeon is still absent Th ^ 
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Jews would have been saved from destrcu- 
tion except such as were the sons of perdi- 
tion. Who is not aware of the effect of Jesus 
signs on the minds of the Jews? Only 
one instance is sufficient to illustrate it, 
viz., the case of Judas Iscariot, the favourite 
apostle for whom a throne had been pro- 
mised in heaven, but who apostatized even 
in the presence of the Master. Not only did 
he by his apostacy deprive himself of the 
promised throne but he also threw Jesus 
into innumerable difficulties. All ye that 
are desirous of perpetual happiness and 
eternal salvation, fly to me, for here is 
the fountain which will purge you of all 
your impurities, and here you will find the 
salvation which is the fruit of certainty and 
a strong faith and perfect knowledge. Know 
it for certain that your trust in the blood 
of Jesus is a vain trust. Had he been 
crucified not once but a thousand time, even 
then he could not have saved you. Salva- 
tion is in faith and love and certainly not 
in the blood of a man. Time is giving 
you the warning that the theory of a blood- 
bath is a false theory, therefore repent of 
such beliefs while there is time and before 
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you are called to stand before the throne 
of God. Almighty God has sent me in 
this age that I might bear witness that all 
faiths have become corrupt and been tainted 
with falsehood with the only exception of 
Islam. If the truth of my testimony is not 
sealed by Divine authority, I am not true, 
but if the witness that I bear is comfirmed 
by the Divine seal being impressed upon it, 
remember lest you bring yourselves under 
the judgment of God by rejecting truth. A 
weak mortal, the son of Mary, is by no 
means your God. To me is given the spirit, 
against which no one can stand. If you 
know that there is none among you who 
with assistance of the spirit, can withstand 
the holy spirit that has been given to me, 
be sure that your silence would bring you 
under the judgment of God. And peace 
be unto those who follow the truth. 

MIRZA GHULAM AHMAD. 

Qadian, India. 


42 


